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hang low. On these they fasten the children in a kind of swing Around the tree they make a fire to keep off the wild beasts and snakes. They cover themselves with a piece of bark, and in this also they wrap their children : it is soft and warm, bufc will not keep out the rain. The poor creatures are looked on and treated by the other Dyaks, as wild beasts"*
Similarly, among the Andamanese, a man remains with a woman till the child is born and weaned, and then seeks another companion. In these primitive institutions we distinctly trace the habits of inferior creatures, rather than of civilised man, and the institution of marriage may truly be said not to exist
How the institution of the union of one man with one woman through life rose out of this chaotic state of disorder, is"a question which has puzzled the ablest thinkers, Montesquieu's theory that " Tobligation naturelle qu'a le pere de nourir les enfants a fait etablir le marriage, que declare celui qui doifc remplir cette obligation," is wholly unsound, for the sense of the natural obligation he speaks of must have come after marriage, and could not have existed before that institution was known. Still more unsound is the theory of Bachofen, that women were shocked with a system of promiscuous intercourse and revolted against it, and established the marriage system with female supremacy. The sense of decorum and shame is entirely the result of education and social condition ; and in a state of society which sanctioned communal union no shame could attach to that system.
McLennan's conjecture, that the communal system was first modified into polyandry which is a sort of communal marriage within the family circle, and then into the civilised marriage system, is plausible* So is the theory of Sir John Lubbock, that, in a state of society in which women were held as the common property of the tribe, exception would be made in the cases of captured women who would be the exclusive property of the warriors capturing them, and that with the^ progress of society such exclusive possession of wtfmen by individual men would be found more convenient than, and would therefore supersede, the more ancient and rude custom of possessing womea in common.
Both these processes may have taken place and modified the communal system into the modern system in particular countries and among particular tribes, but, we apprehend, the error of McLennan and Sir John Lubbock, as of other theorists on this subject, consists in believing t that these processes or indeed any processes were universal in their operation, that the civilised mar-^ riage system arose in all countries and among all tribes in the same
* Sir John Lubbock's " Origin of Civilisation,"